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T HE diſputes of indivi- 
duals are not often of 
ſuch importagice, --as to be 
deſerving of general attenti- 
| on; and the publication of 
their mutual complaints and 

| animoſities has more fre- 
quently ariſen from motives 
of perſonal pique and re- 

venge, and from a deſire to 
miſlead by artful miſrepre- 

ſentation and ſpecious impar- 

tiality, than from any real 
inclination to vindicate the 
A cauſe 
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cauſe of innocence and truth 
by acandid expoſition of facts, 
or to mark out for generla 
information the nefarious 
principles of thoſe, whoſe evil 
deſigns may in future be ren- 
dered abortive by a timely 
detection. 3 


Publications of the former 
ſort are truly odious and de- 
teſtable; and the univerſal 
contempt with which ſome 
late ice of that na- 
ture have been treated will 
ſurely be ſufficient to prevent 
the repetition of ſimilar at- 
tempts : but publications of 
the latter kind may be ſome 


times neceſſary and even 
uſeful. | 


When 


Hindi it neceſſary to ſtate in his 
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When private characters 
are attacked with undeſerved 
abuſe, and when the eſta- 
bliſhed laws afford the injur- 
ed party no adequate means 
of redreſs, his only refuge is 
at the awful tribunal of the 
public. If his appeal is 
founded in juſtice and ex- 
preſſed with decency, his 
reputation will be eſtabliſhed, 
and it will be fortified by the 


general ſuffrage of mankind, 


againſt the arrows which 
malice has ſharpened, and 
which have been winged 
with calumny and aſperſion. 


If the facts which he ſhall 


own juſtification, and the 
obſervations 


| 


obſervations to which they 
give birth, ſhould conduce 
to expoſe the deſigns of men 
whoſe principles are inimical 
to the well-being of ſociety; 
and if the dangers into which 
one individual has been 
. ſeduced, and the loſſes which 
he has ſuſtained, ſhould ſerve 
as a caution and preſervative 
to others, he will derive a de- 
gree of comfort from the re- 
flection, that his private miſ- 
fortune has been of advantage 
to the public welfare. 


The benefits which reſult 
to mankind from good and 
virtuous actions are not con- 
fined to their immediate op- 
eration in promoting the 

happineſs 
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| happineſs of ſociety; they 


are felt again as it were by 
reflection, when they are 
held out to public view as 
incentives to others in the 
_ of honour and of 

ame. In this ſhape it is, that 
ſome degree of utility may 
be extracted even from vice 
itſelf : for while the virtues 
of the beſt men are propoſed 


as examples for imitation, the 


depravity of the worſt may be 
expoſed in its natural defor- 
mity, to excite the deteſtation 
of mankind and deter others 
from adopting pernicious 
principles of action. 
Sic teneros animos aliena opprobria ſæpe, 
Abſterrent vitiis — Fon. 


The 
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The neceſſity of the 


pre- 


ſent publication will be ſuf. 


ficiently evident. The per 
ſonal infults which Mr. 


Crofts had received, and the 


expences which the law ſuits 
had induced, he might per- 
haps have born with ſilent 
reſignation; but when Mr. 
Jones had written his letter 
of the tenth of October, and 
when it was known to Mr. 
Crofts that the letter had been 
ſhewn to others, no choice 
was left for him as to the mea- 
ſures he was to purſue. Not 
to anſwer that letter would 
be a tacit acknowledgment 
of the truth of the charges 
it contains, His character 
as a clergyman, his 2 
ar 
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lar fituation as a man who 
vas intruſted to direct theedu- 
cation, and form the morals 
of youth, loudly called upon 
him to repel the imputations 
of falſehood and ingratitude. 
It was neceſſary that the re- 
futation ſhould be extended 
as wide as the accuſation 
had reached. It was impoſ- 
ſible to aſcertain how far the 
induſtry of malice might 
have extended its envenomed 
influence, and nothing leſs 
than a public refutation 
could operate as a complete 
| antidote to the poiſon. 


| An, ſiguis atro dente me petiverit, 
Inultus ut flebo puer? 


Hos. 
B It 
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It has been intended to 


all poſſible accuracy and pre- 
ciſion. The greater part of 
the facts are drawn from the 
proceedings in Chancery, 
which are very voluminous; 
and if any thing material has 
been omitted, it was not de- 
ſignedly done, but has ariſen 
from the length and intricacy 
of thoſe papers: It is believed 
however that nothing of that 
ſort has happened. 


The obſervations are ſuch 
as the nature of the ſubject 
ſeemed immediately to point 
out, and care has been'taken 
to avoid any reflections on Mr. 


Jones's conduct, but ſuch as 
were 


ſtate the tranſactions with 


rr 


re | 
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were connected with the 
deſign of vindicating Mr. 
Crofts's character and of plac- 


ing the tranſactions between 


—— — 


him and Mr. Jones in their 


true light. 


It is hoped that no unbe- 
coming aſperity of ſtyle will 
be diſcovered in this compo- 
ſition. At the ſame time that 
the author endeavoured to 
ſketch out the more ſtriking 
features of that gentleman's 
picture, he wiſhed to avoid 
the moſt diſtant approach to 
a caricature. If any expreſ- 


ſion has eſcaped which may 


appear harſh and improper, 
a moment's reflection on the 
complection of the character 


to 


5 
to be delineated, will furniſh 
an excuſe for that appear- 


ance. The reader will re- 
member that the colours 


muſt neceſſarily be ſuited to 
revailing hue of the 


the 
obje 


& to be depicted. 


Some kind of apology 
ſeemed requiſite from Mr. 
_ Crofts for the preſent publi- 
cation, and it 1s hoped that 
enough has been ſaid to ſhew 
the propriety, and even the 
neceſlity of it. The evidence 
is now before the public, and 
the merits of the cauſe are ſub- 
mited to their judgment. 
Conſcious rectitude enables 
him to ſupport that anxious, 
but reſpe l ſolicitude, with 


which * awaits their deci- 
ſion. A 
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NARRATIVE 


OF THE 


TRANSACTIONS 


BETWEEN THE 


Rev. Mr. JOHN CROFTS, 


AND 


Mr. DANIEL JONES, the Younger. 


T may be proper to introduce the 
intended narrative, by ſtating ſome 
few tranſactions that paſſed between 
Mr. Jones and Mr. Holl, previous 
to the time Mr. Crofts became concerned. 


* 
I & 


a 


IT appears, * that in the year 1775, Mr. 
Holl having urgent occaſion, and being in diſ- 
treſs for money, employed Mr. Jones to ſell 
the next turn or right of preſentation to the 

B rectory 
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By the anſwer in chancery of Mr. Holl, taken upon 


oath the 1oth of April, 177 


1 
rectory of Twy ford; and that after ſome time 
had elapſed, Mr. Jones told Mr. IIoll, „gat 
he could not find a purchaſer.” and Mr. Joncs 
charged Mr, IIoll and was paid for his jour- 
neys, trouble and attendance in the affair. 


IT appears alſo, + that about January 1777, 
Mr. Holl and Mr. ſones ſtated accounts in the 
above and other matters, and Mr. Holl in ſuch 
accounts, appeared to be indebted to Mr Jones 
in the ſum of ninety pounds and upwards, and 


that Mr. Jones having preſſed Mr. Holl for 


caſh, Mr. Holl informed Mr. Jones, that he 
could not pay him till he could ſell the living 
of Twyford; and Mr. Holl has declared upon 
his oath, that Mr. Jones did then alk him, 
© what preſent be would make him (Mr. Jones) or 
bat he would give him if he could ſell th: faid 
© living, and that Mr. Jones then ſaid, * you 
© ought to give me batf. Which Mr. Holl de- 
clares he conſented to, being then much dit- 
treſſed for want of money. | 


ABovuT the latter end of the the year 1776, 
or beginning of the year 1777, Mr. Croits 
became acquainted with Mr. jones, and was 
informed by him, that the curacy of Fakenham 
would ſoon be vacant, In conſequence of this 
information, Mr. Crofts applied, bv a friend, 
to the rector of the pariſh, and obtained the 
curacy. | Soon 


+ By the anſwer in chancery of Mr. Holl, taken upon 
oath the 10th of April, 1778. 
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Soox after Mr. Crofts had obtained the cu- 
racy of Fakenham, Mr. Jones informed him, 
that he could procure for him the living of 
Twyford, which he deſcribed to him as a de- 
ſirable object. 


Mx. Cgor rs being then in a ſtate of inti- 
macy with Mr. Jones, and repoſing full con- 
fidence in his friendſhip and advice, requeſted 
him to procure the next preſentation upon ſuch 
terms as he thought proper, and left the ma- 
nagement of the purchaſe entirely to him. 

On the 21ſt of March, 1777, Mr. Jones 
wrote the following Letter to Mr. Holl. 


S IR. 


I beg you will come to my houſe to- mor- 
row morning, as I ſhall have « gentleman here 
to treat for the purchaſe of the next turn or 
« preſentation to Twyford living.—I hope you 
will be here at ten o'Clock.” 


Tn1s letter, it is to be obſerved, Mr. 
Jones thought proper to ſend by Mr. Crofts 
himſelf, who perſonally delivered it to Mr. Holl. 


Mx. Hor L did not come to Fakenham on 


the following day, but upon a ſecond applica- 


tion, he came to Mr. Jones's houſe on the 27th 
of March, and then and there in the preſence 
of Mr, Crofts, Mr. Jones contracted with Mr. 

B 2 Holl 
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Holl for the purchaſe of the ſaid next preſenta- 
tion at the price of two hundred pounds ; and 
an agreement was immediately drawn up by 
Mr. Jones, and fig ned by hinfclf and Mr, 
Holl, in the following words: 


© 27th March 1778. It is this day agreed 
© by and between Robert Aupuſtine Holl, of 
« Twyford in Norfolk, gent. and Daniel Jones, 
the younger, of Fakenham, in the ſaid county, 
gent. that in conſideration of the ſum of one 
« ſhilling, this day paid to the ſaid R. A. Holl, 
and of one hundred and ninety nine pounds 
* nineteen ſhillings to be paid as hereafter men- 
© tioned, He, the ſaid R. A. Holl, ſhall and 
« will, within two months ſrom the date here- 
of, make a good title to, and by good and 


© ſufficient conveyances in law, convey unto 


the ſaid Daniel Jones, or to, or in truſt for 
* ſuch perſon as he ſhall appoint, the next 
turn or preſentation, or right of preſenting a 
« fit perſon in holy orders to the rectory and 
« pzriſh church of Twyford aforeſaid, and ſhall 
and will in ſuch conveyance, enter into ſuch 
«* covenants as are uſually entered into in the 
© like caſes, And the ſaid Daniel Jones, ſhall 
and will, on a good title being made, and 
proper conveyances executed by the faid R. A. 
Holl as aforeſaid, well and truly enter into, 
* and execute a bond to the faid R. A. Holl, 
in the penal ſum of four hundred pounds, 
* conditioned ſor the payment of one hundred 


* and 


MW CT ET” sn 


1 


© and ninety nine pounds nineteen ſhillings, on 
| © or upon the firſt day of January, 1778. | 


; Daxter Jones, jun. 
Witneſs our hands, þ R. AuGusTinNE HoLL. 


IT is to be obſerved, that Mr. Crofts him- 


ſelf was preſent under Mr. Jones's directions, 


during all, or the greateſt part of the time in 
which this agreement was making, although he 


had aſked Mr. Jones whether it was proper for 


him to be preſent. And it is alſo to be ob- 
ſerved, that when the agreement, in which 
Mr Jones's name was uſed as a purchaſer, was 
read over, Mr. Holl, who had underitood by 
Mr. Jones's letter and by Mr. Crofts being 
preſent, that Mr. Crofts was to be the purchaſ- 
er, ſaid to Mr. Jones, * I thought I ſold it to 
* Mr. Crofts, not to you Mr. Jones, to which 
Mr. Jones replied. * 4 Clergyman cannot pur - 


© chaje a living in his own name, ſo 1 make uſe 


© of mine for bim; it is the ſame thing. 


Ir may alſo be obſerved, that there was only 


one part of this agreement, which remained in 


Mr. Jones's hands, and of which Mr. Holl 
had no counterpart or copy. 


Turxsx circumſtances are ſtated for the pur- 
ſe of introducing ſome obſervations upon Mr. 
ones's unſkilful and improper management of 
this tranſaction. | a 
T 
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It appears, * that in the beginning of the 
month of May 1777, Mr. Holl's eſtates (in- 
cluding the faid living of Twyford) were 
mortgag aged to Mr. Colliton for 45301. and to 
Mr. C 'oulley for oo. and charged with cer- 
tain legacies and annuities payzule out of them; 
and Mr, Holl's affairs being nearly in a ſtate of 
inſolvency, he, in order io pie vent his eſtates from 
being ſeized and his perſon arreſted, was oblized 
to aſſign over all his eſtates, with the perpetual 
advowſon of Twylord, to his father-in-law 
Mr. Quarles, and to Mr. Thomas Caſe of Lynn, 
by indenture of leaſe and releaſe dated the 2d 
and 3d of May, 1777, in truit, to be ſold for 
the beſt price that could be got ; the money 
ariſing thereby, to be employed towards pay- 
ment of mortgages, annuities, debts, and lega- 
cies chargeable on the eſtate, and the expences 
attending the truſt ; and the overplus, if any, 
to be rendered to Mr. Holl. And it appears, 
that Mr. Holl had not before this time inform- 
ed, nor did he then inform Mr. Quarles or 
Mr. Caſe of the above-ſtated tranſaction * 
agreement with Mr. Jones. 


IT appears alſo, * that Mr. Quarles and Mr. 
Caſe having undertaken the truſt, Mr. Quarles, 
on 


— 


* By the anſwer in chancery of Mr. Holl, taken upon 
oath the 1oth of April, 1778. | 


By the anſwer of Mr, Quarles in chancery, upon oath. 


1 

on or about the 19th of May, 1777, applied to 
Mr. Jones for certain title decds and papers in 
his cuſtody, belonging to Mr. Holl ; and Mr. 
Quarles was then firſt informed by Mr. Jones, 
of his ſaid agreement with Mr. Holl, at which 
he was much turprized; and that Mr. Quarles 
then ana ſtill dehieving the ſaid next turn to 
be conſiderably underfold, he defired Mr. Jones 
to wave th. benefit ot his agreement, but Mr. 
Jones inſi ing upon having his agreement per- 
formed, Mr. Quarles told him, he would ac- 
quaint the other truſtee, Mr. Caſe, with the 
affair, and that they would conſider of it. 


IT alio appears, that ſome ſhort time after- 
wards, Mr. Quarles applied again to Mr. Jones 
and tendered the debt due to him from Mr. 
Holi, and demanded the papers: but Mr. Jones 
refuſed to deliver them to Mr. Quazles, until 
he had a copy of the dee of truſt, and until the 
ſaid truſtees would convey the next preſentati- 
on of the living of Twyford to him. 


IT icems however, that Mr. Jones ſoon after 
thought proper to ſend to Mr. Qu.rles, and to 
accept his ſaid debt, and deliver the ſaid pa- 
pers to him. 


AFTER theſe tranſactions, Mr. Jones ſent 
for Mr. Crofts, and acquainted him, that Holl 
would not perform his agreement. Mr. Jones 
however, having informed Mr. Crofts that he 

had 


[8] 
had not the leaſt doubt but he could obtain the 
living for him; and having ſtrongly recom- 
mended it to Mr. Crofts to perſevere in the pur- 
chiſe, and to commence a ſuit in chancery to 
compel a ſpecific performance of Holl's agree- 
ment : and Mr. Crofts at that time, relying on 
Mr. Jones's friendſhip to him, and repoſing 
the moſt entire confidence in his profeſſional 


ſkill and ability, was thereby determined im- 
plicitly to follow his directions. 


On the 1ſt of July 1777, Mr. Jones exacted 
from Mr. Crofts the authority and indemnity 
following : 


© Mr. Daniel Jones, 


© I do hereby declare, that an agree- 
* ment, of which the within written is a copy, 
© was entered into by you at my requeſt and on 
my behalf, and I do hereby engage to fulfil the 
© ſame when required, and alſo to indemnify 
you from all coſts, charges, and darnages 
* which you will be put to or ſuſtain, for, or 
by reaſon of your ſigning the ſaid agreement; 
© and I do hereby defire, that you will take 
© ſuch ſteps, and againſt ſuch perſons as you 
* ſhall judge proper, towards compelling a ſpe- 


« cific performance of the ſaid agreement; and 


] do hereby engage to be anſwerable to you 
for your charges and diſburſements on that 


* account. 


LET 
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© account, Witneſs my hand this firſt day of 
* July, 1777- 


«JOHN CROFTS. 


c To Mr. Daniel Jones, the younger, of Fa- 
* kenham, in Norfolk. 


« Witneſs Francis Munhall.” 


Mx. Jonxs being now capariſoned with 
armour both offenſive and defenſive, with an 
authority to proſecute every litigation that his 
ſkill could deviſe, and with an indemnity to 
ſecure himſelf from every loſs that might ac- 
crue, began his operations. 


In the month of Auguſt 1777, Mr. Jones 
filed a bill in chancery in his own name againſt 
Meſſrs. Holl, Quarles, and Cale, fating his 
before-mentioned agreement with Holl, and 
that Gregory, the then incumbent of the liv- 
ing, was about 65 years of age, very infirm, 
and not likely to live; and ſlating, (among 
other things) that the defendants alledged, that 
by reaſon of the before-ſtated deed of truſt, the 
legal eſtate and intereſt in the faid advowſon and 
next preſentation to the living of Twytord, was 
become veſted in Meſſrs. Quarles and Caſe; and 
praying that Mr. Jones's agreement with Mr. 
Holl might be ſpecifically performed and carri- 
ed into execution. And Mr. Jones thereby 

C offered 


1 
offered to pay the ſum of 1991. 19s. the reſidue 


of the purchaſe- money, and to perform his 
part of the agreement. 


Beroke any anſwer was put in to this bill, 


Mr. Gregory, the incumbent of the living of 
Twyford, dicd. 


Urox Mr. Gregory's death in the month of 
November 1777, Mr. Jones preſented Mr. 
Crofts to the faid rectory, and Mr. Nathaniel 


Cooper of North Elmbam, (who claimed a 
title to the next preſentation) preſented the 


Rev. Mr. Flacke. But neither of them were 
inſtituted thereto. 


Tux engagement now became general, and 
the whole artillery of legal hoſtility was put in 
motion. Bills original, and bills original and 
amended; bills ſupplemental, and ſupplemen- 
tal and amended bills: guare impedits + ne ad- 
mittas and caveats, anſwers and exceptions 
took their reſpective poſts in the field of battle. 


By theſe proceedings, Mr. Jones and Mr. 
Crofts became the plaintiffs in chancery, and 


—— 


In fact there was but one of theſe. This is noted left 
Mr. Jones, in a pitiable defect of other proof, ſhould adduce 
this term, thus numeratively uſed as an ample teſtimony that 
Mr. Crofts poſſeſſes, what he very properly calls a Satanic 
diſpoſition, from which diſpoſition, happy man ! Mr. Jones 
appears ſo immaculately free. 
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Mr. Worihip, Vir. Cooper, Mr. Flacke, and 


the biſhop of Norwieh, together with Meſſrs. 
Holl. Quarles, and Caſe were made parties and 
defendants to the ſuit. | 


In the month of April 1778, Mefirs. Holl, 
Quarles and Caſe, and Mefirs. Worſhip, Coo- 
r and Flacke, put in their anſwers upon oath, 


to the bills filed by Mr. Jones and Mr. Crofts. 


By theſe anſwers, or one of them, it appears 
that Mr. Holl, on the 23d of July 1774, (be- 
ing then ſeized in fee of the perpetual advow- 
ſon of the rectory of Twyford) did, by inden- 
ture of that date, in conſideration of 1 gol. ex- 
preſſed to be paid to him by Mr. Worſhip, 
duly grant, bargain and ſell unto Mr. Worſhip, 
his executors, adminiſtrators and aſſigns, the 
next turn or right of preſentation to the reQory 
of Twyford, in order for him (Mr. Worſhip) 
or his aſſigns, to preſent a fit perſon thereto, 
when the ſame ſhould become vacant. And it 
appears, that the 1 50. was ſecured to be paid 
to Mr. Holl, by a draft drawn by Mr. Wor- 
ſhip on a gentleman in London, for 100. and 
by a promiſſory note for 50. figned by Mr. 
Worſhip and payable to Mr. Holl. But the 
1 50/. was not then paid to Mr. Holl. 


IT alſo appears by the anſwers, or one of 
them, that by indenture tripartite, dated and 
executed on or about the a th day of June, 


1777. 
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1777, and made between Mr. Worſhip of the 
firit part, Mr. Holl of the ſecond, and Mr. 
Cooper of the third part. It was witneſſed, 
that in confideration of 487. 7s. 5d. paid 
to Mr. Wormip by Mr. Cooper, and of 
' 150/. paid by Mr. Cooper to Mr. Holl in 
diſcharge of the ſaid dr:it and note, (which 
150/. had not been before paid to Mr. Holl, 
and which draft and note were then delivered 
up to Mr. Worſhip) that Mr. Worſhip 
granted, aſſigned, and fet over, and Mr. Holl 
ratified and confirmed unto Mr. Cooper, his ex- 
ecutors, adminiſtrators and aſſigas, the next turn 
or right of preſentation to the rectory of Twy- 
ford. And it is ſtated by the anſwers, that the 
fam of 1 ol. was actually paid to Mr. Holl, and 
that the ſum of 38“. 75. 5d. was alſo actually 

aid to Mr. Worſhip by Mr. Cooper, And 
Mr. Cooper alſo ſtates, that he purchaſed the 
next preſentation to the living of Twyford, at 
the requeſt of, and for Mr. Quarles, who ad- 
vanced the money for that purpoſe. * 


Meſſ. Worſhip and Cooper deny, by their an- 
ſwer, that they had any notice or information of 
Mr. Jones's agreement with Mr. Holl, before 
the execution of the indenture of 25 June 1777, 
or that they had any reaſon to believe any ſuch 


agreement had been entered into, except that 


Mr. Cooper alone ſays, he might have, or had 
heard a report of Mr. Crofts having agreed for, 
or bought the living of Twyford. 
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Mr. Cooper, by his anſwer, ſtates, that he 
had on Mr. Gregory's death, preſented Mr. 
Flacke to the hving of Twyford, under and by 
virtue of thc indenture of 25 June, 1777, as 
he apprehended he had a right to do, and 
hoped that his preſentation would be confirm- 
ed by the court. 


Mx. HoLL, by his anſwer, contends, that 
under the circumſtances ot this cafe, Mr. Jones 
could not be entitled to a ſpecific performance 
of his agreement, or to any relief in a court of 
equity, becauſe it appeared that his bargain or 
agreement for the faid next preſentation was 
indirectiy made for the benefit ot Mr. Crofts, 
who was przvy to the contract and agreement 
although he was not a party thereto. 
| Taz opinion which the neighbourhood ia 
general entertained that Mr. Crofts would not 
prevail in theſt ſuits gave him much anxiety, 
and induced him ſometimes to expreſs to Mr. 
Jones his fears as to the event. On theſe 
occafions Mr. Jones always declared in the 
moſt forcible terms his certainty of ſucceſs. 
Sometimes, however, Mr. Jones's civility led 
him to inform Mr. Crofts, that he had no 
right to aſk any queſtions about the ſuit; 
becauſe Mr. Jones beſt knew what was adviſe- 
able to be done, and that the management 
and conduction of the whole affair muſt be 
entirely left to his diſcretion, who was (as he 


ſaid) not the laſt of bis profeſſion. y = 
, | a 
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Hz condeſcended however on one occaſion, 
to conſult his books, and to afſure Mr. Crofts 
that the agreement he had made with Mr, 
Holl was not ſimoniacal 


Tux incivility of Mr. Jones's behaviour, the 
various intimations which Mr. Crofts received of 
the little probability there was of his ſuccels, the 
increaſing number of ſuits depending both at 
law and in equity, and the conſequential in- 
creaſe of expence, all concurred to render Mr. 
Crofts extremely uneaſy, and to make him de- 
_ firous of putting an end to theſe diſputes upon 
any reaſonable terms. | | 


ABouT the month of May or June 1778, 
Mr. Crofts applied to Mr. Jones and requeſted 
him to uſe his endeavours to compromiſe the 
matter. But this he abſolutely refuſed to do, 
declaring that he was ſtill confident of ſucceſs. 
At the ſame time he adviſed Mr. Crofts to pro- 
ceed in his ſuits; and propoſed, as he was go- 
ing ſhortly to London, to lay a ſtate of the caſe 
before Mr. Jackſon, for his opinion upon it. 
To this propoſal, Mr. Crofts, finding Mr. 
Jones yet obſtinate in his firſt opinion, and 
ſtill preſuming Mr. Jones to be competently 
ſkilled in his own profeſſion, conſented, though 
with reluctance. 


Mz. Jones however went to London, and 
returned from thence without taking the opi- 


nion 


b 
0 
0 
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Brown came together to Mr. Crofts's houſe, 
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nion he had himſelf propeſed to take. Why 
that opinion was not taken is beſt known to 
Mr. Jones, as he never thought proper to give 


Mr. Crofts any reaſon for his not haviu taken 
it. 


SoMe time after this, the Rev. Mr. Brown 
brought a meſſage from Mr. Jones to Mr. 
Crofts, purporting, * That Mr. Tones bearing 
Me. Crofts was ill, and that the law-ſuits 
gave bun uneafineſs, be (Mr. Tones} was 
willing to take the affair entirely upon himſelf; 
and that Mr. Crofts was to fland as nominal 


© reftor. 


Tunis meſſage Mr. | Crofts received with 
leaſure, and deſired Mr. Brown to ſignify to 


r. Jones his approbation of, and thanks for 
this offer. 


Mr. Crofts ſoon after recollecting the in- 
demnity which Mr. Jones had exaQted from 
him, and which remained in his hands, and 
thinking it ought to be returned to him, re- 
queſted Mr. Brown, (who had been the mu- 
tual agent between them, and who was alſo 
of opinion it ought to be returned) to apply to 


| Mr. Jones for it. The indemnity however was 


not then returned to Mr. Crofts. 


Sou time after this, Mr. Jones and Mr. 


and 
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and without any introduction, (except that of 
the moſt rude and inſoleht demeanor on the 
part of Mr. Jones) Mr. Jones produced an 
agreement, or the draft of an agreement, com- 
prized in many ſheets of paper, which he read 
over himſelf to Mr. Crofts, and which he in- 


ſiſted Mr. Crofts ſhould fign if he meant Mr. 


ones ſhould take the affair upon himſelf. If 
r. Crofts's indignation was rouſed by the 
inſolence of Mr. Jones's behaviour, his won- 
der and ſurprize were equally excited by find- 
ing, that inſtead of being delivered from his 
anxiety about the living, (as he underſtood he 
was to be by the meflag 
brought to him) he was now to be tied down 
to the payment of ſuch annual ſums, and the 
rformance of ſuch articles, as would have 
rendered his fituation worſe than if he had ab- 
ſolutely given up his claim to the living and 


paid Mr. Jones's bill. 


Tux agreement having been read over by 
Mr. Jones, Mr. Crofts informed him he was 
deſirous to conſult his friends upon it, and re- 
queſted Mr. Jones to let him have it for that 
purpoſe. With this requeſt, however mode- 
rate and reaſonable, Mr. Jones, in the exceſs 


of his politeneſs and friendſhip, refuſed to com- 


ly. He condeſcended however ſo far as to 
ſay, © that if Mr. Crofts or his friends choſe to 
peruſe it, they might do ſo at his own houſe.” 


Mr. Crofts however, for obvious reaſons, nei- 
ther 


e Mr. Brown had 
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ther went himſelf nor thought proper to in- 
troduce any of his friends to Mr. Jones upon 
this occaſion. 


Mz. Cgor rs being diſguſted and irritated 
at the ill uſage he had received from Mr. Jones, 
and deſirous to compromiſe the ſuits, or at 
leaſt to take the management of them out of 
Mr. Jones's hands, did about the 27th of Au- 
guilt 1778, write Mr. Jones the following 
ettcr : | 


DB 3 


This is to inform you, that I do not 
intend to fign that ſtring of articles you were 
pleaſed to read over to me at our laſt inter- 
view, and that I may no longer be ſubject to 

that rough, unhandſome treatment I have ex- 
rienced from you, (particularly on Saturday 
night laſt) I am come to the following de- 
termination : If the oppolite party will pay 
expences on both fides, I will give up my 
claim; if that is not agreed to, I beg you 
will make out you bill and tend it to me, that 
I may put the preſent buſineſs into other 
hands, from whence I may expect to find a 


little more civility.” 
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A letter in theſe terms from a client to his 
attorney, would not, it is preſumed, have in- 


flamed the indignation of a man whole pride 
7 "mo was 


LS) 
was not extremely dilated. Mr. Crofts only 
defired that Mr. Jones would cither follow his 
directions, in accommodating the diſpute ; or 
if he did not chuſe to do that, that he would 
deliver up the papers tv Mr. Crofts, in order to 
enable him to employ an attorney who would 
be diſpoſed to comply with Mr. Crofts's in- 
clinations 


Gt AAA Oc a 


Reaſonable as this requeſt may appear to [2 
ſome, it was not thought to by Mr. Jones, who | 
returned in ſeeming ire the following anſwer, 


dated 27th of Auguſt, 1778. 


© WM | 


© On account of your very ungrate- 

ful and dirty behaviour to me, I defire to have 
nothing more to do with you, or be any lon- 
ger concerned for you in any reſpect whate- 
ver; and I will as ſoon as I poflibly can, ſend 
you my bill, which I ſhall expect to be forth= 
« with diſcharged. When my demands are 
© paid, and I am properly indemnified, I ſhall 
© be happy to deliver the papers into other 
© hands. 


DAN. JONES, Jun, 


About the latter end of September, Mr. 
Jones ſent in his bill to Mr. Crofts, amount- 
ing to the ſum of 71/. 18s. accompanied by a 


meſſage, 
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meſſage, purporting, that he (Mr. Jones) ex- 
pected the payment of his bill within a fortnight 
after the delivery of it. Here the matter reſted 
for ſome time. | 


On the 10th of October 1778, Mr. Crofts 
received from Mr. Jones the following note ; 


Mr. Jones deſires to know when a period 
© 1s to be put to all kind of connection between 
him and Mr. Crofts.” 


To this note Mr. Crofts returned a written 
anſwer, purporting, that Mr. Jones ſhould be 
paid and diſcharged as ſoon as his bill was pro- 
perly examined. 


On the ſame 10th of October, Mr. Crofts 
received from Mr. Jones the following letter, 


s IX, 


«© I expeR the payment of my bill 
© on Saturday next withour fail, and you will 
be pleaſed to underſtand, that I am to be in- 
« demnified againſt the conſequences of the 
5 agreement, which I entered into, at a time 
© when I did not know you ſo well as I do now. 
When theſe things are ſettled, I have a few 
* words to ſay to you on the chapter of falſe- 
hood and miſrepreſentation, joined to the 
* baſeſt ingratitude. * 

o 
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To this Letter, Mr. Crofts returned the 
following anſwer. 


© | can, with juſtice, retort one part of your 
© aft note upon yourſelf, by ſaying, that had 
© I known you as well as I do now, I ſhould 
© never have had any dealings with you : and 
© as I never intend to have any converſation in 
© perſon with you again, I call upon you to ex- 
© plain your infamous acculation, as 1 can and 


© will declare, whatever I have laid is the ab- 


© ſolute truth.” 


Thus called upon to explain his charge of 


falſehood, Mr. Jones, the next morning (Sunday) 
ſent ro Mr. Crofts the following modeſt e piſtle. 


3 


© I hope this letter will not leſſen 
© your devotion, or ſhorten the /efure of this 

day. I mean it as a ſer:ous admonition to 

you againſt Hug. ; 


© You call upon me to explain the charge of 
* falſchood which I have brought againſt you; 
with your leave, I will not only explain but 
9 prove it, ; 


The account you have given Mr. Afiley of | 


© the converſation which paſſed at our laſt inter- 
© view, is fa/ſe; and the gentleman, who lucki- 


« ly 


| 


| 
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« ly for me was then preſent. is ready to atteſt 
the truch, Which you, rev. Sir, have moſt 
« in{umovjly perverted and ſuppreſed. The 
* nuine of this gentleman is Mr. Brown, who 


© has fome reien te compiain of your propenſity 


to that Satanic vice called /ying. 


© The grateful declarations and acknowledg- 
© ments which you made to me, at our laſt in- 
© terview, very ill accord with your laſt note; 
© whcrein you tell me, that had you known me 
© as well as you do now, you would never have 
© had any dealings with me. Pray, good Sir, 
When and where had I any other dealings 
© with you, than what were calculated and ac- 
© knowledged by you to be tor your benefit? 
When you wanted my ſervices you was con- 
© tent to deal with me ſo much as to accept 
them. When you wanted Fakenham curacy, 
vou dealt to me a profuſion of thanks for the 
trouble I gave myſelf on your account. Thro? 
« your dealings with me you obtained the par- 
* ſonage-houſe. Through your dealings with 
© me you was introduced to the company gentle- 
© men, who have ſince diſcovered your diſpoſiti- 
© on, and join with me in reprobating your con- 
duct. You was not aſhamed of your dealings 
* with me when my houſe and table were at your 
© ſervice. At that time my friendſhip, genero- 
« ſity and ſincerity were your perpetual themes. 
© Whence then this ſudden change in your ſen- 
* timents? Why am I to be dealt with no _ 
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* er? I will tell you; Becauſe your Satanic pur- 
© poſe is anſwered. It is for that reaſon my name 
© is added to the liſt of thoſe gentlemen whom 
* your baſe heart has deſerted and reviled. 


« After telling you, that you are an infamous 
© LiAR and SCOUNDREL, I lay down my pen 
* with a reſolution of neither receiving nor an- 


f ſwering any more letters.” 


D. J. 


This is the letter to which the preſent narra- 
tive chiefly owes its publication; and this letter 


Mr. Jones has not been contented to confine to 


the peruſal of Mr. Crofts alone, but a copy of 
it was, by Mr. Jones's direction, ſhewn to one 
of the firſt characters in this county; with a 
view to injure Mr. Crofts's reputation; and 
doubtleſs Mr. Jones has propagated the charges 
it contains, (if he has not ſhewn the letter 
itſelf) as far as bis influence extends. 


In order to prevent any interruption to the 
narrative, this torrent of abuſe ſhall for the 


is concluded, every part of that letter ſhall be 
fully anſwered. To proceed therefore, 


Some few days after the receipt of this letter, 
Mr. Crofts applied to Mr. Stokes, an attorney 
".. -_ 


preſent paſs unnoticed. When the narration 
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at Fakenham, and requeſted him to peruſe 
Mr. Jones's bill; and if he thought the charges 
reaſonable, ro pay it, and take the papers out 
of Mr. Jones's hands, in order that the ſuits 
might be proſecuted or accommodated, as 
ſhould be found moſt adviſable under his direc- 
tion. Mr. Stokes did accordingly wait upon 
Mr. Jones, and Mr. Jones inſiſting upon having 
an ind-mnificition from Mr. Crofts before he 
delivered up the papers ; and Mr. Stokes ob- 
ſerving, that Mr. Crofts could not properly 
proſecute or defend the ſuits, without the aſſiſt- 
ance of Mr. Jones's name, and without being 
authorized by him to do ſo; and alſo obſerving, 
that he thought it very probable, that a bill 
might be filed by Holl and his party, againſt 
Mr. Crofts and Mr. Jones, to which it would 
be neceſſary for Mr. Crofts, that Mr. Jones 
ſhould put in an anſwer : It was ſettled between 
Mr. Stokes and Mr. Jones, that Mr. Jones 
ſhould authorize Mr. Crofts to uſe his name for 
thoſe purpoſes, and that Mr. Jones ſhould, at 
Mr. Crofts's expence, ard at his requeſt, do any 
reaſonable acts that Mr. Crofts might find ne- 
ceſſary to be done by him, in proſecuting, de- 
fending, or accommodating the then, or any 
ſabſequent ſuits relative to T'wyford living, and 
in conſequence of this, that Mr. Crofts ſhould 
indemnity Mr. Jones againſt any damage to 
ariſe by what he had done, or might do at Mr. 
Crofts's requeſt, in reſpe& to the matters be- 
fore ſtated. Articles of agreement were ac- 

| cordingly 
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cordingly executed between Mr. Jones and Mr. 
Crofts to that effect. 


| Theſe articles were executed, Mr. Jones's 
bill paid, and the papers delivered to Mr, 
Stokes, on the zoth October 1773. Mr. 
Stokes having peruſed the pap-rs, informed 
Mr. Crofts, that he was of opinion that the 
ment which Mr. Jones had made with 


Holl, and the preſentation of Mr Crofts un- 


der it, were /imoniacal, and could not be ſup- 
ported; and he therefore adviſed Mr. Crofts 
to accommodate the difpute upon the beſt 
terms he could obtain: Tha: he might not rely 
upon his judgment alone, Mr. Stoxes however 
recommended it to Mr. Crofts, that a caſe 
ſhould be ſtated of the tranſaction, and a coun- 
ſiel's opinion taken upon it. This was accord- 

ingly done, and Mr. Lloyd, before whom the 
caſe had been laid, was of opinion * that the pre- 
© ſentation of Mr. Crofts, and all done under 
© it, was void, under the act of the 12th of 
queen Anne, and he thought it proper for 
Mr. Crofts to make the beſt terms he could 
with the defendants, and to proſecute his 
© ſuits no further.” 


While theſe ſteps were taking, Mr. Holl 
filed a bill in chancery againſt Mr. Crofts and 
Mr. Jones, in order to compel from them a 


diſcovery of Mr. Jones's agreement with Holl, 
and 


| 
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and how far Mr. Crofts was privy to, or con- 
cerned in it. That ſuch a bill would be filed, 
might exfily have been foreſcen, ſince Mr. 
Joues himſelf had acknowledged to Holl, that 
the agreement was in fact made by him for 
Mr. Crofts's Benefit. 


Mr. Crofts now became determined to ac- 
commodate the diſpute, and Mr. Quarles hav- 
ing propoſed. that Mr. Crofts ſhould give up his 
claim to the living, that all proceed ngs at law 
and in equity ſhould be ſtopped, and that each 
party ſhould pay tber own cojts ; and Mr. Crofts 
not having been able to obtain more advan- 
tageous terms, he accepted Mr. Quarles's pro- 
0n54g and agreements conſonant thereto have 

n executed by all perlons intereſted. 


Here concludes the narrative of thoſe facts 
which Mr. Crofts has thought it incumbent 
upon himſelf to lay before the gone: in or- 
der to deduce from them a juſtification of his 
own conduct. The remaining part of this 
book will be employed in that defign, and in 
obſervations upon Mr Jones's management and 
advice to Mr. Croſts in theſe ſuits ; in refuting 
the charges of falſhood and ingratitude which 
Mr. Jones has brought againſt him, and in re- 
ſcuing Mr. Crofts's character from the malici- 
ous and rancorous attack, which Mr. Jones, 
with as little candor, as humanity, has made 
upon it. 

E It 
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It will be proper to introduce the obſerva- 
tions upon Mr. Jones's conduct and behaviour 
in the management of this buſineſs, by ſtating 
an act of parliament made in the 12th year of 
the reign of the late queen Anne, in order that 
the reader may the better comprehend the force 
and propriety of the enſuing remarks. In 
that act is the following clauſe ; 


* And whereas ſome of the clergy have pro- 
cured preferments for themſelves by buying 
eccleſiaſtical livings, and others have been 
thereby diſcouraged, Be it further enacted 
by the authority aforeſaid, that if any per- 
ſon from and after the 2gth September 1714 
ſhall or do for any ſum of money, reward 
gift, profit, or advantage, directiy or indi- 
rectiy. or for, or by reaſon of any promiſe, 


« 
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* agreement, grant, bond, covenant, or other 
= 


aſſurance of or for any ſum of money, reward, 
gift, profit or benefit whatever directiy or in- 
diretly in his own name or in the name of any 
other perſon or perſons take, procure or accept 
the next avoidance of, or preſentation to any 
benefice with cure of fouls, dignity, prebend 
or living eccleſiaſtical, and ſhall be preſented 
or collated thereupon, that then every ſuch 
* preſentation or collation, and every admiſſion, 

inſtitution, inveſtiture, and induction upon 
* the fame, ball be utterly void, fruſtrate, 
and of no cf it in law, and ſuch agreement 
* ſhall be deemed and taken to be a StMoxNtACAL 

| CONTRACT ; 


1 

Cox rRACT; and that it ſhall and may be 
* lawful to and for the queen's majeſty, her 
* heirs and ſucceſſors, to preſent or collate un- 
© to, or give or beſtow every ſuch benefice, 
dignity, prebend and living eccleſiaſtical for 
that one time or turn only; and the perſon ſo 
* corruptly taking procuring or accepting any 
* ſuch benefice, dignity, prebend or living. 
* ſhall thereupon and from thenceforth be ad- 
« judged a diſabled perſon in law to bave and 
* enjoy the ſame benefice, dignity, prebend or 
* living eccleſiaſtical ; and ſhall alſo be ſubject to 
any puniſhment, pain or penalty, limited, pre- 
© ſcribed or inſlicted by the laws eccleſiaſtical, in 
like manner as if ſuch corrupt agreement 
had deen made after ſuch benefice, dignity, 
© prebend or living eccleſiaſtical Sad become 
* vacant, any law or ſtatute to the contrary in 
* any wiſe notwithſtanding.” 


It appears by this act, that every clergyman 
is ſtrictly prohibited, either directly or indice- 
ly, from procuring or accepting, by means of 
any ſum of money or reward, or by means of 
any agreement or bond, for any ſum of money 
or reward, either in his own name or in the 
name of any other perſon, any eccleſiaſtical 
preferment whatever. It alſo appears, that by 
the ſame act, every preſentation ſo obtained is 
void, and that any ſuch a nt is fimoniacal. 
Nay, by the eccleſiaſtical law, the clergyman 
who has ſo fimoniacally obtained a living, is not 

_- only 
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only diſabled from enjoying that living, but ho 
is abſolutely diſabled from having or enjoying 
any other beneſice whatever. | 


The words of this act, are fo plain and di- 
rect, and their application to Mr. Croſts's caſe 
is ſo obvious and forcible, that a man of the 
meaneſt capacity, who conſiders them only for 
a moment, cannot heſitate to decide, that Mr. 
Jones's agreement with Holl and Mr. Crofts's 
preſentation under it, were fimoniacal, and 


therefore not available by him. 


Mr, Jones adviſed and preſſed Mr. Crofts to 
purchaſe the next preſentation, and when he 
agreed to do fo, and left the management of it 
to Mr. Jones, that very Mr. Jones himſelf, an 
attorney at law, and in his own language, not 
the laſt of his profeſſion, that Mr. Jones writes a 
letter to Mr. Holl, in which he tells him, not 
that he himſelf was to purchaſe the living, but 
that he was to have a gentleman at his houſe to 
treat for the purchaſe of it. Whom docs Mr. 
Jones ſend with that letter to Mr. Holl? as if 
he could have found no other meſſenger, he 
ſent Mr. Crofts himſelf with it. When Mr. 
Holl came to Mr. Jones's houſe, to make the 
bargain for the living, whom does he meet there? 
He meets there Mr. Crofts himſelf, and Mr. 
Crofts was preſent, by Mr. Jones's direction, 
when the contract was made. The agree= 
ment was made in Mr. Jones's name, but 


that 
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that ſame Mr. Jones acknowledpes to Mr. Holl, 
in Mr. Crofts's preſence, * that a clergyman 
* could not purchaſe a living in his own name, and 
* that therefore be uſed bis name for Mr. 
* Crofts If Mr. Jones knew that a clergyman 
could not purchaſe a living in his own name,” 
how came he not to know, that neither could a 
clergyman purchaſe a living in the name of any 
other perſon ; fince the fame act of parliament 
that told him the one, would alſo have in- 
formed him of the other. It Mr. Jones had 
been defirous to furniſh the adverſe party, with 
proofs that his agreement with Holl was fimo- 
niacal, he could ſcarcely have taken more cer- 
tain and decifive meaſures to have done it. 
Perhaps Mr. Jones may not chooſe to be inter- 
rogated. It is hoped, however, that he will 
no. be very much off-nded, if a few plain que- 
ſtions, relative to his own profeſſion, are 
to him. Had Mr. Jones, at the time of mak- 
ing this agreement, ever heard or read of ſuch 


acquainted wi:h the nature of it? Had he ever 
read the acts of parliament relating to that ſub- 
jet? No excuſe can be made ſurely for that 
Lawyer, who if he had ever read, could yet 
have miſunderſtood an act fo clear and explicit 
as this is. If Mr. Jones had any knowledge of 
this act what was his reaſon for permitting Mr. 
Crofts to be preſent when the agreement was 
made with Holl? what was his reaſon for ac- 


knowledging to Mr, Holl that he uſed his own 
name 
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name in that agreement on the behalf of Mr. 
Crofts? Did not Mr. Jones know that a cler- 
gyman could neither in his own name, or in 
the name of any other perſon purchaſe any ec- 
clefiaſtical preferment? Did not Mr. Jones 


know that he was taking the very meaiures 
which would furniſh Holl with the means of 
defeating that agreement, which he had juſt 
entered into with Mr. Jones? Did not Mr. 
Jones know that if Mr. Crofts had obtained 
the living under that agreement, even then Mr, 
Crofts would have been liable to all the penal- 
ty's inflicted on a clergyman guilty of fimony ? 
If Mr. Jones did know theſe things, how came 
he to adviſe Mr. Crofts to purchaſe this living, 
and after he had given him ſuch advice, how 
came Mr. Jones to purſue ſuch meaſures as 


evidently tended to defeat the very contract he 


was making ? If Mr. Jones did not know theſe 
things, how came he as a Lawyer and, not 
the laſt of his profeſſion, to be ignorant of 
them? He might have known them. — He 
ought to have known them.—Surely tis high 
time he ſhould learn them and he may take 
ſhame to himſelf for being i 
If he did know them, how can he reconcile his 
advice to Mr. Crofts, and his management of 


the purchaſe with that friendſhip for Mr Crofts 


A was his profeſſed motive to this tranſac- 
tion | 


Giving 


* 


gnorant of them. 
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- Giving (pro bac vice only) Mr. Jones credit 
for the p-Tefſion of that friendih:p for Mr. 
Crofts, wich he ſeems ta think himielt now fo 
ill rewarded for, we are to regard him as a 
man who acted from a difintereited, though 
miſtaken principle ; as having had the with, 
but not ſkill enough to ſerve his friend. Tl 
moſt favourable conſtruction might give way 
to a more criminating one. It is a dilemma in 
which he muſt make aa election; and whether 
he chuſes to have the mark ſet upon his bead 
or his Seart, it will in either caſe juſtify the 
conduct of Mr. Crofts in wiſhing to put an 
end to theſe ſuits. 


Mr. Jones it ſeems in tenderneſs to Mr. 
Crofts's 2nxiety did ſo far condeſcend as to 
conſult his books. What books he conſulted 

or what he found in thoſe books he beſt knows; 
the reſult however of this conſultation with 
his b-oks was the moſt poſitive aſſurance to 
Mr. Crofts that the contract was not Jamoniacal; 
from what books he drew this concluſion is 
not known to any but himſelf; ſeem how- 
ever by the reſult of his ſearch, to be books, 
of a nature very different from thoſe to which 
other lawyers refer. There are law books, 
which would have told Mr. Jones, That if a 
contract is made when a church is full, to give 
a ſum of money after it ſhall become void for 
the preſentation thereto,” ſuch a contract is 


femoniacal. The ſame books would have told 


him, That the buying of the next preſenta- 


tion 


1 

tion to a church when it is full, with intent ts 

ſent a certain perſon thereto when it ſhall 
— void, and the preſenting that perſon 
ic :* If Mr. Jones has not the ſagacit 
ED... that Mr. Crofts's caſe fell 3 
this deſcription, yet others have perceived it, 
and the ſimilitude is ſo obvious, that none but 
thoſe who have previouſly determined not to 
perceive at all, can heſitate to pronounce the 
agreement with Holl to be fimoniacal. 


Mr. Jones however not yet contented with 
having held out to Holl theſe ſignals, glaring 
as they were, of a ſimoniacal contract, deter- 
mind it ſhould ſeem to obtain from Mr. Crofts 
the moſt permanent proof of it. He exacted 
from Mr. Crofts the indemnity dated the 1ſt | 
of July 1777. By which Mr. Crofts declared 
in writing, that Mr. Jones had entered into 
his agreement with Holl, on Mr. Crofts's be- 
half. If Mr. Jones's deſign really was as he 
pretended it to be, to ſerve Mr. Crofts and 
obtain for him the living of Twyford, he can 
never maintain that theſe ſteps were condu- 
cive to ſuch an end: caution and ſecrecy, not 
temerity ſhould have been uſed in the tranſac- 
tion of the buſineſs, and Mr. Crofts's name 
and his perſon ſhould have been moſt carefully 
concealed from any appearance of concern in 
the contract. 


Mr. Jones however ſeems to have been very 
anxious for his own ſecurity, and very inat- 


tentive 
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tentive to the intereſt of the man whoſe friend 
he was then pleaſed to cal! himfel!, ſince he 
might have known that he (Mr. junes) would 
have been compellable, if calied upon in a court 
of equity, to have ſet forth fr. Coutts's indem- 
nity, which would hee in{lantly proved the 
ſimony beyond the p of a tential, Nay 
if he had not been fo ce ny2n, ond Ir, Crofts 
had obtained the living, yet would ir, Crofts 
have always remained attie mercy of Mr, Jones 
and his clerk, who was a witnels to the in- 
demnity, and in whoſe power it would have 
been to have worked Mr, Crofts's ruin by a 
proſecution for itmony, of which that indem- 


nity would have furnitacd the proof. 


It is now proper to advert to the period at 
which Meſſrs. Holl, Quarles and Cate, Wor- 
ſhip, Cooper and Fl:cke put in their reſpec- 
tive anſwers to the bill which Mr. Jones had 
filed, and to hazard a few obſervations upon 
the objection which they made, and the title 
which they reſpeQtively ſet up againſt Mr. 
Crofts's claim. 


And firſt Mr. Cooper contends, that by vir- 
tue of his purchaſe from Vo: ſhip, who had 
purchaſed from Holl in the year 1774, he was 


| entitled to the next prelcatation. 


And in the next place Mr, Holl contends, 


| that Mr. Jones couid not be entitled to a ſpe- 


F ciſic 
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cific performance of his agreement, or to any 
relief in a court of equity, becauſe it appeared 
that the agreement for the next preſentation 


was indirettly made, for the benefit of Mr. 


- Crofts who was privy to the contract. That is, 
in plain terms, that Mr. Fones's agreement 
with Holl was fimoniacal, and that therefore at all 


events it would never be eſtabliſhed by a court 
of equity | 


Thus two objections were ſtarted to Mr. 
Crofts's preſentation, the latter of which, 
{imony if well founded, went to deſtroy the 
very ground-work, and ſupport of Mr. Crofts's 
title, viz. Mr. Jones's agreement with Holl ; 
fince a court of equity would certainly never 
have directed the performance of a fimoniacal 
agreement; that it was a fimoniaca] agreement 
will hardly be doubted by any one who has read 
the ing acts of pariiament, and obſerva- 
tions, which will be ſtrengthened, if they admit 
of afiy additional ſtrength, by the opinion of 
a counſel, whoſe advice Mr. Jones himſelf, 
has not diſdained to aſk in this very cauſe. 


With regard to the title ſet up by Cooper, 
and which Mr. Jones always treated with the 
moſt ſovereign contempt, as a mere juggle, a 
few obſervations will be made, prefaced with 
a counſel's opinion (Mr. Lloyd's) taken by Mr. 
Jones himſelf upon it. That opinion, as far as 

| it 


| 
' 
| 


. 


EE 
it concerns the preſent queſtion, is in theſe 
words : | | 


The anſwers put into this cauſe, certainly 
* make the tranſaction appear very ſuſpicious. 
Mr. Quarles now ſtands in the place of Wor- 
© ſhip. If Mr. Quarles purchaſed of Mr. 
© Cooper, as truſtee tor Holl, or if he is to have 
the benefit of it, I think {ſuppoſing Mr. 
* Fones's agreement cannot be impeached, for the 
© reaſons flated in Holl's anſwer } the plaintiffs 
© will then ſucceed in the ſuit. But ſuppoſe 
© the fale to Worſhip was bona fide, and he re- 
© ally fold it to Quarles or Cooper, and Coo- 
« per fold to Quarles for his own abſolute be- 
© nefit, independent of Holl, and that Holl is 
© to derive no benefit from it, then, I appre- 
© hend, Quarles will ſtand in the place of 
« Worſhip, who had no notice of plaintiff's 
agreement, and therefore Quarles having no- 
* tice of it will not be material. | 


From this opinion, it appears, that Mr. 
Lloyd was very far from being clear that Coo- 

's title was bad. On the contrary, Mr. 
Lloyd ſeems to think, that if the fale to Wor- 
ſhip was bone fide made, and he really fold to 
Quarles or Cooper, and Cooper fold to Quarles 
for his own abſolute uſe, and that Mr. Holl 
was to receive no benefit from it; in that caſe, 
Mr. Lloyd's opinion ſeems to be, that Cooper's 
title was a good one, and would take 4 


SD 
Mr. Crofts's, even ſuppoſing Mr. Crofts's 


claim not to be liable to the mortal objection 
of ſimony. How docs Mr. Jones know, or 
what ground has he to believe that IIoll's ſale 
to Worlkip was not Gora fize made? Mr. 
Jones's opinion of the badnets of Mr. Cooper's 
title, ſeems to reſt upon a preſumption, that 
Mr. Quarles, or Mr. Cooper {ur Mr. Quarles, 
had bought in Worſhip's t.tle for Holl's bene- 
fit. But upon what ground did Mr. Junes 
form this preſumption ? Has he any ſolid ar- 
gument to adduce in ſupport of it? It may be 
fairly ſaid, that the preſumption exiſts as ſtrong- 
ly on the one ide as the other. True it is, that 
Mr. Jones had made exceptions to the anſwers, 
and the deſendants had ſubmitted to put in 
further auſwers. It is ſuppoſed, however, that 
Mr. Jones did not poſſeſs ſuch a degree of di- 
vination, as enabled him to foreſee what Mr. 
Quarles's anſwer would have been, as to the 
purpoſe for which he, or Cooper for him, 
purchated the next preſentation of Worſhip. 
But allowing for a moment, that Mr. Quarles 
did not purchaſe for his own uſe, but for the 
benefit of Mr. Holl; yet even in that caſe, 
will Mr. Jones take upon himſelf to fay, what 
the judgment of the court of chancery would 
have been upon that point? Does Mr. Jones 
forget, that Mr. Holl's eſtates were aſſigned 
over by him to Quarles, in truſt and for the 
benefit of his creditors? and will Mr. Jones 
pronounce, that a court of equity 4 
| g | ave 
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have decided in favour of Mr. Quarles, the 
truſtee tor thoſe creditors, under an abſolute 


conveyance from Holl to Worthip, and from 
Wormip to Quarles, in preference to a mere 
agreement to corvey to Mr. Jones, even if that 
agreement had not been fimoniacal ? Allowing 
for a moment, that Cooper's claim was ill- 
founded ; yet it is certain, that as Mr. Jones's 
agreement with Holl, and his preſentation of 
Mr. Orofts were ſimoniacal, Mr. Crofts never 
could have obtained the living. If Mr. Jones 
therefore derived any expectation of ſucceſs 
from the ſuppoſed imperfeQion of Cooper's 
title, ſuch expectation was groundleſs and ri- 
diculous. | 


If it never occurred to Mr. Jones, that his 
agreement with Holl was ſimonical before, yet 
it is a little extraordinary, that when Mr. 
Holl ſtated that very ſimony in his anſwer, as 
a reaſon why Mr. Jones and Mr. Crofts could 
obtain no reliet in equity ; that even then, he 
appears to have paid not the leaſt attention to 
it, for he ſtil] perſevered in his advice to Mr. 
Crotts to proſecute his ſuits; and although Mr. 


 Holl had plainly alledged the fimony in his an- 


ſwer, yet Mr. Jones never thought proper to 


communicate to Mr. Crofts that any ſuch 


charge had been made againſt him ; and Mr. 
Crofts being at that time entirely unacquainted 
with the nature of fimony, remained perfectly 
ſatisfied on that head, and had not the leaſt ap- 


prehenſion 
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ptehenſion that he was involved in, or charged 
with the commiſhon ot tuch a crime. 


With what decency or propriety, Mr. Jones 
could ſo uncivilly refuſe to fatisfy the inquiries 
which Mr. Crofts's anxirty led him to make, 
in reſpect to theſe ſuits, the public will deter- 
mine. There are many who will ſuppole, that 
whether Mr. Jones contider:d himſelf as the 
attorney or the friend of Mr. Croits, he might, 
without departing from the dignity of his cha- 
rafter, have anſwered Mr. Crofts's inquiries 
with a common degree of politeneis. | 


What were Mr. Jones's motives for conceal- 
ing from Mr. Crofts the charge of fimony, 
which had been made by Holl, and what were 
Mr. Jones's motives, after the anſwers were 
put in, for ſtill recommending it to Mr. Crofts 
to perſevere, after he (Mr. Jones) muſt have 
known, if he knew any thing, that he could 
never prevail, may be gueſſed at, though they 
are not known: upon what grounds Mr. Jones 
can juſtify his refuſal to endeavour an accom- 


his client to do ſo, are not obvious to 
common diſcernment. Mr. Jones's motives to 
the firſt advice he gave Mr. Crofts to purchaſe 
the living, ſeem not indeed to have been of a 
very delicate or friendly nature, if Mr. Holl 
may be believed. 988 


Mr. 


modation of the diſpute, when requeſted by 
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Mr. Holl has told us upon his oath, that in Ja- 
nuary 1777, ' e »wed Mr. Jones gol. and that 
he told Mr. Jones, when he prefſed him for 
payment of it, be could not pay him till be could 
fell for him the viug of Ju Mr Jones 
might there c 2aviie Mr. Crofts to purchaſe 
the living, ti be might, out of the purchaſe 
money, pay iimt If his own debt, which he 
ſtood no very probable chance of obtaining by 
any other means. Nay, Mr. Holl goes a little 
further, for he adds, upon his oath, that Mr. 
Janet inſiſted upon having half the purchaſe 
money of the living as a douceur to him for dif- 
poſing of it. The ſtory which Mr. Holl here 
tells ſeems indeed a little extraordinary, yet 
the truth of it is confirmed by nothing leſs 
than Mr. Holl's oath. That Mr Jones in 
the courſe of his connection with Mr. Holl, 
did not always confine his deſires within v 
moderate bounds, might be proved by letters of 
Mr. Jones's own writing, if it were worth 
while to go out of the way to introduce them. 
Mr. Jones indeed appears to have been very 
far from agreeing in ſentiments with Horace 
that, 


—— vilius argentum eft auro, virtutibus aurum. 


He ſeems on the contrary to have joined moſt 
heartily with the vulgar herd in the cry of, 


O Cives, Cives, quarenda pecunia primum, 
Virtus poſt nummos, | * 
We 


—— — - — — — 
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We muſt now advert to the meſſage which 


Mr. Jones ſent to Mr. Crofts by Mr. Browne, 
purporting that be, Mr. Tones, bat willing to 
* take the affair entirely upon himjcif, and that 
* Mr. Crofts ſhould fland as nominal rectar. 
In conſequence of this meſſage, Mr. Crofts 
expected that he was to be delivered from his 
embarraſſment in this affair. In ſome ſhort 
time however, he found how fallacious that 
expectation was. Mr. Jones and Mr. Brown 
came together to Mr. Crofts's houſe; Mr. 
Jones read over to Mr. Crofts ſome articles of 
agreement, which he had prepared for him to 
execute. The main purport of theſe articles 
was, that Mr. Jones ſhould take all the expen- 
ces of the ſuits upon himſelf, and pay the pur- 
chaſe-money of the living to Holl; and in 
conſequence of this, Mr. Crofts was, when he 
became the incumbent of the living, to pay 
Mr. Jones the yearly ſum of 521. 10s. for his 
own uſe, and to procure to be done, all the 
duty of the living. Mr. Brown, however, who 
attended this interview, as the mutual friend 
of Mr. Jones and Mr. Crofts, objected to this, 
becauſe he obſerved that Mr. Crofts would 
ſtill be liable, as rector, to dilapidations. Mr. 
Jones then propoſed, that be would take the 
dilapidations upon bimſelf, and that Mr. Crofts 


ſhould pay Bim 6ol. a year, and alſo be at the ex- 


pence of having the duty done. This laſt propo- 
fal met with Mr. Brown's approbation. Mr. 


Crofts 
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Crofts however declined to agree to it, not as 
being another fimoniacal contract, of which Mr. 
Crofts did not then know the nature and ex- 
tent; but the r.a;on why Mr. Crofts ſo de- 
clined, was, that he did not believe the living 
to be worth more than 75. a year, or therea- 
bouts. And as Mr. Crofts was to pay Mr. 
Jones 60/. a year, and could not have procured 
the duty to be done for leſs than 20/. more, 
making together 80/. Mr. Crofts would every 
year have ſuſtained a loſs of 5/. This was 
the reaſon, and the only reaſon why Mr. 
Crofts diſſented from this agreement, for Mr. 
Jones's aſſurances that he ſhould obtain the liv- 
ing, had been hitherto fo ſtrong and poſitive, 
that Mr. Crofts, ſtill r: lying on his judgment, 
had but little reaſon at that time, to expect any 
other than a favourable event of his ſuits. 


It has been ſtated, that in conſequence of Mr. 
Jones's meſſage to Mr. Crofts, by Mr. Browne, 
Mr. Crofts expected to have been delivered 
from his embarraſſment. Mr. Browne ac- 
knowledged at Melton on the 13th of Novem- 
ber, 1778, that he himſelf entertained the 
ſame idea when he delivered the meſſage, and 
Mr. Brown being aſked whether he was not 
ſurprized when Mr. Jones produced his articles, 
replied, that Mr. Jones muſt fix a ſum, and 
that he did not ſee how it could be done other 
wile. It will be ſhewn however, hereafter, 
that if any agreement was to be made, it might 

G have 
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have been formed upon more equitable terms 
than thoſe propoſed by Mr. Jones, and ap- 
proved by Mr. Browne. 


It was ſtated in the narrative, that Mr. 
Jones's behaviour at this interview, was rude 
and inſolent; and Mr. Brown himſelf acknow- 
ledged at Melton, on the 13th of November, 
1778, in the preſence of Mr. Croſts and another 
tleman, that it was ſo. But Mr. Browne 
alledged Mr. Jones's conſtitution in excule for 
his behaviour. Mr. Jones then is allowed to 
be conſtitutionally rude and inſolent. And that 
conſtitution which creates the offence, is 
at the ſame time offered as an excuſe for it. Be 
it ſo, the excuſe is worthy of the man for whom 
it is made. 


It has been ſtated, that Mr. Jones refuſed 
to let Mr. Crofts have a copy of the articles of 
nt which Mr. Jones had read over to 
Mr. Crofts, and infiſted upon his figning. 
Mr. Browne acknowledged at Melton, on the 
ſame 13th of November, that Mr. Jones had 
refuſed Mr. Crofts a copy of the agreement, 
and Mr. Brown, at the fame time, acknowledg- 
ed, that be himſelf thought that agreement to be 
ſomoniacal at the very time when he ſignified 
his approbation of it at Mr. Crofts's ;' and 
Mr. Brown added, that as this agreement was 
ſimoniacal, that was probably the reaſon why 


Mr. Jones would not leave a copy of it with 
Mr. 
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Mr. Crofts. That the articles of agreement 
which Mr. Jones had prepared to be executed 
between Mr. Crofts and himſelf were fimonia- 
cal, there cannot be a doubt by any one who 
reads the act of parliament, made in the z iſt 
year of the reign of queen Elizabeth, chap. 6. 
How Mr. Jones therefore came to propoſe, that 
himſelf and Mr. Crofts ſhould execute an agree- 
ment ſo palpably ſimoniacal, and how Mr. 
Browne, who was himſelf a clergyman, could 
approve an agreement which be believed to be 
fimoniacal, muſt be left to themſelves to ex- 
plain. Mr. Crofts all this time remained to- 
tally ignorant of that fimoniacal taint which 
infected the whole tranſaction, for neither did 
Mr. Browne or Mr. Jones give Mr. Crofts the 
leaſt hint at the time, that ſuch proceeding. 
was ſfimoniacal. Mr. Jones, indeed, by propoſ- 
ing theſe articles between himſelf and Mr. 
Crofts, ſeems to have ſought for every oppor- 
tunity of enſnaring Mr. Ciofts, and involving 
him in the commiſſion of crimes, which would 


probably have been attended with the moſt 


ruinous conſequences. X 


If Mr. Crofts had obtained the living, yet 
under the agreement which Mr. Jones had pre- 
pared for him to execute, he (Mr. Crofts) 
would have been liable to deprivation of the 

referment, and to a forfeiture of two years 


value of the living. Mr. Jones, however, had 


the modeſty to repreſent the offer of this very 
G 2 agreement 
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ment as a favour done to Mr. Crofts, 
although, if Mr. Crofts had obtained and kept 
the living undiſturbed, he would, in conſe- 
quence of it, have been a loſer of 5/. or per- 
haps more, every year; and although Mr. 
Crofts would, if the living was obtained, have 
been, at any time, liable to be deprived of it, 
and to a forfeiture of two years value of the 
benefice, and would allo have been thereby 


diſabled from enjoying any other preferment. 
Such is the nature of Mr. Jones's boaited 


friendſhip ! 


If it had been poflible to have formed any 

agreement for ſecuring the profits of the liv- 
ing to Mr. Jones, without rendering that 
reement ſimonĩacal, ſuch an agreement might 
have been formed upon terms much more equi- 
table than thoſe which Mr. Jones had propol- 
ed. The terms of the agreement might have 
been, that Mr. Crofts ſhould, after retaining 
in his own hands a ſpecific ſum for the pur- 
poſe of procuring the cure to be ſerved, have 
paid the remainder of the profits of the living 
to Mr. Jones. Mr. Jones, however, thought 
proper to fix the value of the living in his own 
way. It is impoſſible at preſent to aſcertain, 
with preciſion, the real value of the living; but 
in the opinion of thoſe who are beſt acquainted 
with it, the value of it cannot exceed 75. per 
annum. And as Mr. Crofts was to pay Mr. 


Jones 60/. a year, and to do the duty, which is 
, worth, 
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worth, at the loweſt eſtimation, 20l. a year 


more, it requires but little arithmetic to diſco- 
ver, how beneficial Mr. Jones's propoſal was 
likely to prove to Mr. Crofts, eſpecially when 
it is obſerved, that Mr. Crofts would have been 
compellable to have refided at Twyford ; a re- 
ſidence that would probably have been to him 
of very pernicious conſequence: To ſay no- 
thing of the penalties of fimony which Mr. 
Crofts would have incurred by embracing this 


propoſal. 


It is now proper to ſtate the motives which 
induced Mr. Crofts to give up his claim to the 
living, and to accommodate the ſuits about the 
ſame, upon the terms formerly ſtated in the 
narrative. It has been obſerved, that a bill 
was filed by Mr. Holl againſt Mr. Crofts and 
Mr. Jones, for purpoſes before ſtated, and 
Mr. Crofts finding that the ſuits now depead- 
ing both, at law and in equity, would be at- 
tended with a moſt enormous expence, and 
that if he ever thould obtain the living, yet 
that it would be attended with ſuch | 
charges as added to the ſum of 200/. which he 
was to pay to Holl would render the purchaſe 
incligible; this conſideration alone, excluſive of 
his deſire to avoid the commiſſion of ſimony. 
would have determined Mr. Crofts to ſeek 
for an accommodation with the adverſe parties. 
Mr. Crofts however did not ed in this 
meaſure until he had taken the advice of pro- 


per 
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per counſel, and that advice precluded a 
moments heſitation as to the conduct which it 
was for Mr. Crofts to purſue. Mr. 
Crofts took the opinion of Mr. Lloyd upon his 
caſe, the very ſame counſel whoſe opinion Mr. 
Jones had taken more than once in the courſe 
of theſe ſuits. And as Mr. Jones is till of 
opinion, or pretends to be of opinion, that he 
could have obtained the living, Mr. Lloyds 
anſwer to the caſe as far as concerns the preſent 


_ ſhall be here ſtated, in order to ſhew how 
itt 


le attention was due to Mr. Jones's opinion 
in this matter, 


Mr. Lloyd ſays, I think that as the caſe 
© ſtands at preſent, and from the di y now 
made the preſent plaintiffs (Mr. Crofts and 


Mr. Jones) cannot ſucceed in the ſuit. It 


is now for the firſt time ſtated that the agree- 
ment for the purchaſe of the next preſenta- 
© tion of Twyford, was made by Mr. Jones, 
© jn truſt and for the benefit of Mr. Crofts, and 
© that Mr. Crofts has, under that agreement, 
© been preſented by Mr. Jones. That pre- 
* ſentation of Mr. Crofts, and all done under 
© it, is, and will, Iapprehend, be void, under 
* the act of the 12th of queen Anne. I think 
clearly, that Mr. Crofts cannot be preſented 
to the living under this agreement, and there- 
fore, I ſhould think it proper for him to 
make the beſt terms he can with the defend- 


© ants, I thick the defendants may file a bill 
_ © apainſt 
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* againſt Mr. Crofts and Mr. Jones, to know 
* whether the agreement was not made by Mr. 
© Jones for the benefit of Mr. Crofts, and that 
they muſt anſwer ſuch a bill. 


Here therefore is Mr. Lloyd's opinion, fo 
clearly, fo decifively, fo tively, declariag, 
that Mr. Jones's contract with Holl was fimo- 
niacal, and that Mr. Crofts never could obtain 
the living of Twyford under that contract, as 
to carry conviction into the breaſt of every man, 
whoſe arrogance and ſelf-ſufficiency are not 
equal to Mr. Jones's. 


It is obſervable, that Mr. Lloyd, in the out- 
ſet of his opinion, declares, that it had never 
before been ſtated to him, that Jones's agree- 
ment with Holl was made in truſt and for the 
benefit of Mr. Crofts. That the agreement, 
however, was made in truſt and for Mr. 
Crofts's benefit, is moſt certainly true ; and 
Mr. Jones himſelf, three months after it was 
made, exacted from Mr. Crofts an acknow- 
ledgment in writing, that the agreement was 
made on the behalf of Mr. Crofts ; yet Mr. 
Jones, who, in the courſe of theſe ſuits, had 
more than once taken Mr. Lloyd's opinion, 
never ſtated that fact to him, although it was 
a fact of the firſt importance to be known, in 
order to judge of the probability of the plain- 
tiff's ſucceſs. 


Theſe 
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Theſe obſervations will, it is preſumed, he 
ſufficient to convey to the reader a proper idea 
of Mr. Jones's profeſſional ſkill and ability, 
and his intended friendſhip to Mr. Crofts. The 
advice which Mr. Jones gave to Mr. Crofts to 
to puchaſe this living, and his impolitic beha- 
viour in the conduction of that purchaſe, par- 
ticularly his acknowledgment to Holl, that the 
living was actually bought for Mr. Crofts, 
ſeem to contradict his pretended friendſhip to 
Mr. Crofts, and his boaſted ſkill in his own 
profeſſion. Mr. Jones will find it difficult to 
reconcile, either to the duty which his profeſſion 
impoſed, to the knowledge which it required, 
or to the friendſhip he profeſſed to have for 
Mr. Crofts, the advice which he gave him to 
evere in theſe ſuits; the concealment which 
e made from Mr. Crofts of the charge of 
ſimony alledged by Holl, the aſſurances which 


he made to Mr. Crofts that the agreement was 


not fimoniacal, and the propoſal which he 
made to Mr. Crofts at their laſt interview ſtat- 
ed in the narrative. To theſe matters Mr. Jones 


may give any explanation he pleaſes; they 


admit of none but what is unfavorable to him. 


It is now proper to revert to Mr. Jones's 
letter of the 1oth of October, 1778, to which 


a full anſwer has been promiſed and ſhall be 
given. | 


The letter begins in theſe words; Sir, I 
* bope this letter will not leſſen your devotion, or 


* ſhorten 


r 
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* ſhorten the lecture of this day. I mean it as a 
* . ſerious admonition to you againſl Lying. 


This letter Mr. Crofts received on Sunday 
morning the 11th of October. In order to ex- 
plain the former part, of this paragraph, itis ne- 
ceſſary to obſerve, that Mr. Crofts had ſometime 
before adopted and begun to execute a plan of 
reading evening lectures, in order to explain to 
the lower rank of people, the nature and deſign 
of the catechiim of the church of England. 
The ſneer which Mr. Jones has here thrown 
out againſt theſe Lectures, is too deſpicably 
mean and illiberal to excite any emotions, but 
thoſe of pity and contempt for the author of it. 


Mr. Jones informs us © that be meant this 
letter as a ſerious admonition againſt lying.” What 
Mr. Jones's intention was when he fat down 
to write this letter is beſt known to himſelf. 
That he meant however to write a ſerious ad- 
monition is extremely improbable from the 
nature of the letter itſelf ; A the moſt ill 
nded and malicious charges expreſſed in 
the fouleſt and moſt hae I. can 
paſs with Mr. Jones for ſerious admonition. 


Mr. Jones adds You call upon me to explain 
© the charge of falſehood which I have brought 
© azainſt you. With your leave I will not only 
explain, but prove it. 


H ” The 


Sf 


The reader will remember, that Mr. Crofts 
had only called upon Mr. Jones to explain his 
charge of falſchood, but Mr. Jones boldly un- 
dertakes not only tu explain, but alſo to prove 
it. Mr. Jones is a lawyer and therefore ought 
to be a little acquainted with the nature of 
proof. Mr. Jones, however, having, in the 
beginning of his letter, miſtaken abuſe for ad- 
monition, ſeems here again to have miſtaken 
accuſation for proof. Mr. Jones's explanation 
and his proof follow in theſe words ; 


* The account which you have given Mr. Aſtley 
© of the converſation which paſſed at our laſt in- 
© ferview, is falſe, and the gentleman, who luckily 
for me was then preſent, is ready to atteſt the 
* truth, which you, rev. fir, have moſt infa- 


* moufly perverted and ſuppreſſed. The name of 


* this gentleman is Mr. Browne, who bas ſome 


« reaſon to complain of your propenſity to that Sa- 
* fanic vice called lying.” 


This therefore is Mr. Jones's explanation 

and of his charge of falſchood. Some 
kind of explanation, though vague, he has in- 
deed given, but what kind of proof this para- 
graph contains, muſt be left to Mr. Jones 
himſelf to explain. Mr. Jones informs us, 
that his charge of falſchood, ariſes upon the 


account which Mr. Crofts had given Mr. Aſtley 
of the converſation that paſſed at the laſt inter- 
view between Mr. Jones and Mr. Crofts, and 
| at 
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at which Mr. Brown was preſent. Now, the 
unly account which Mr. Crofts had ever given 
to Mr. Aſtley of the converſation at that in- 
terview, was by a letter dated September 2, 
1778; and Mr. Crofts had never given to Mr. 
Aſtley any other relation of what paſſed at that 
interview, than what this letter contains; upon 
this ground therefore, choſen by Mr. Jones, Mr. 
Crofts will meet him, and will reſt upon the 
contents of that letter the eſtabliſhment or re- 
futation of Mr. Jones's chaige. That very 
letter is now in Mr. Crofts's hands, and fo 
much of it as relates to the preſent queſtion 


ſhall here be ſtated. It follows in theſe words : 
* In the evening of that * (22d. of e. 


* 1778,) I recerved @ meſſage to wait u 4 
© Tones and Mr. Browne, but my indi [poſition 
preventing me, they returned for anſwer they 
© would wait on me. Mr. Jones, whilſt in my 
* bouſe, gave bimſelf many impertinent and inſo= 
* lent airs, and ſbewed me a great deal of rough 
* bebaviour, and amuſed himſelf with reading 
© over to me a multitude of articles, which be 
* faid I muſt gn, if I choſe to come to an agree- 
nent, that be was tale the affair upon bim- 
* elf and even then be made it a favor. The 
* greatneſs of which favor you will be a judge of, 
* when I tell you, that the main defign of thoſe 
articles was to bind me to pay a greater ſum of 
* money to Mr. Jones every year, than the living 
* is or can be worth: For, according to Mr. 
: Jones's article, I was to pay bim 521. 105. per 
H 2 * annum, 


=” 
* annum, and 20l. to a curate befides. To this 
Mr. Browne cbjefted, ſaying, he thought that 


* was not right, as no proviſion wwas made for 
* dilaptdatiens ; which, beſides that annual pay- 
ment to Mr. Tones, I muſt be anſ.crabie for. 


* Mr. Jones then ſaid, I ſhould pay him Gol. per 


annum, and alſo 2ol. per annum for a curate, 


* and be would take the whole outgoings upon 


© bhimpelf. To this propoſition Mr. Brown imme 
© diately conſented The reſult then, you ſer, of 
* Mr. Tones's kind offer to me, ic, in ſhort, nw, 
* that I was to be bound to pay bim 8ol. per an 

* num; when every one knows the living does = 
amount to that value, and I am aſſured never 
can be raiſed to that ſum ; conſequently I muſt 
Have been out of pocket every year, whatever 
* might have been the difference. This laſt piece 
* of ill treatment, added to a ſenſe of former illibe- 
© ral behaviour, induced me to ty to my father 
* for ſuccour and advice. 


This is the account, the only account, that 
Mr. Crofts ever gave Mr. Aſtley of that inter- 
view, and Mr. Jones has aſſerted that this ac- 
count is falſe. With what juſtice Mr Jones 
could make that aſſertion, will quickly appear. 
Mr. Brown was preſent at the interview above 
alluded to, and Mr. Jones informs us, that 
Mr. Brown is ready to atteſt the truth, with 
an infamous ' perverſion and ſuppreſſion of 


which, Mr. Jones charges Mr. Crofts. Mr. 


Crofts is content to reſt the decifion of this 


charge upon the evidence of that very Mr. . 


Browne, 
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Mr. Jones had fo confidently levelled againſt 
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Browne, to whom Mr. Jones himſelf has ap- 


pealed. Mr. Jones has ſaid, that it was lucky 
for him that Mr. Browne was preſent at this 
interview; and indeed if it is lucky for Mr. 
Jones to be clearly convicted of groundleſs ca- 
Jumny and aſperſion. then, and not otherwiſe, 


was it lucky for Mr Jones that Mr. Browne 
was preſent at this interview. 


Mr. Crofts's uneaſineſs, at the charge which 


him, induced him, on the 13th of November, 
1778, to go to Melton, where he expected to 
meet, and did meet Mr. Brown; and Mr. 
Crofts having read over to Mr. Brown, the 
relation which he had given to Mr. Aſtley, of 
the converſation at the interview above allud- 
ed to, and having alſo ſhewn him Mr. Jones's 
letter of the 1oth of October, and Mr. 
rown being defired to point out wherein the 
alfity of Mr. Crofts's account of that conver- 
ſation conſiſted; Mr. Browne did then and 
there make a declaration, which was inſtantly 
taken down in writing, by a gentleman whom 
Mr Crofts had deſired to be preſent on this 
occaſion ; and that declaration, when fo writ- 
ten own, was delivered to Mr. Browne him- 
ſelf, and read over by him, and after it was fo 
read over by Mr. Browne, it was acknowledg- 
ed by him to be agreeable to truth. That de- 


claration * of Mr. Browne's was comprized in 
theſe words: 


e Mr. Browne mays if be plea ae, fe the original dela 
the 


ration, which is in the hands of gentleman in whoſe 
preſence he made it. 


Fee 
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Memorandum. That upon reading over part 
* of a copy of Mr. Crofts's letter to Mr. Aſtley, 
* containing an account of the converſation which 
* paſſed at Mr. Croftss houſe, between Mr, 


* Tones, Mr. Browne, and Mr. Crofts; Mr. 


* Brown declares, that there is no difference be- 
* tween the relation of that converſation, and the 
converſation that paſſed, except that Mr. 
Crofts has wrote, that there was to be an al- 
lowance of 201. per annum for a curate, beſides 
tbe ſeveral ſums of 521. 10s. and 6ol. whereas 
there was no ſum fixed for that purpoſe ; but it 
was underſtood, that Mr. Crofts was to be at 
the expence of having the duty done, excluſive 
of the 521. 10s. Gol. to be paid to Mr. 
Jones, and the furplus was to go to Mr. Crofts, 
if there was any. 


Here therefore is a declaration read over and 


agreed to by Mr. Browne himſelf, and authen- 


ticated by the evidence of the gentleman who 
was preſent when it was made. From this 
declaration it will clearly appear, that the ac- 
count given by Mr. Crofts to Mr. Aſtley 
the converſation which 
Auguſt, was ſubſtantially and effectually true. 
The only difference, if it can be called a dif- 
ferance, is merely this, that Mr. Crofts has fixed 
the curate's ſalary at 20/. per annum: whereas 
on the contrary Mr. Brown declares that no 
fixed ſum was mentioned for that purpoſe. Mr. 
Brown however acknowledges, that Mr. Crofts 


Was 
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paſſed on the 22d, of 
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was to be at the expence of having the duty 
done, over and beſides the payment of 60/. a 
year which he was to make to Mr. Jones. Eve- 
ry clergyman knows, that Mr. Crofts could 
not have engaged a curate for this living for 
annum, and therefore Mr. 
Crofts is juſtified in having ſaid that he was to 
pay 8o/. per annum. There is indeed a miſ- 
take in one part of that letter, and a very trivial 
miſtake it is where Mr. Crofts ſays that he was 
to pay him (Mr. Jones) 8o/. per annum: but 
it is clear from every other part of the letter 
that Mr. Crofts included in that 8o/. the 20/. 
which he ſhould be obliged to pay a curate, 
and therefore the miſtake, if ſuch it may be 
called, is owing entirely to a very pardonable 


inaccuracy of expreſſion, and not at all to in- 
tentional or even accidental miſrepreſentaton. 


Upon the whole it will be manifeſt to the can- 
did and impartial, that every part of Mr. 
Crofts's account of what paſſed at this interview 
is ſubſtantially and effectually true and right. 
The virulent and abuſive terms in which Mr. 
Jones has urged his malicious and groundleſs 
charge, will now therefore only ſerve to expoſe 
him to that public opprobrium, which ſuch 
a conduct juſtly deſerves. | 


Even if it is allowed for a moment that Mr. 
Crofts had miſrepreſented the purport of theſe 
articles, yet would ſuch a miſrepreſentation 
have been very excuſable when it is conſidered, 


that Mr, Crofts had only once heard theſe 


articles 


1 
articles read over, and that Mr. Jones had re- 
fuſed to leave them, or a copy of them, with 
Mr. Crofts for his peruſal. Such miſrepre- 
ſentation, therefore, would have been juſtly 
imputable to the conduct of Mr. Jones himſelt, 
and not to Mr. Crofts. Mr. Crofts, however, 
does not want this excuſe, fince his account, 
as before obſerved, is ſubſtantially and effectu- 
ally true. 


Mr. Browne, in his declaration, obſerves, 
that the ſurplus of the profits of the living, 


after payment of the 8o/. per annum, was to 


go to Mr. Crofts, if there was any ſuch ſur- 
plus. Mr. Crofts has not mentioned this cir- 
cumſtance in his letter to Mr. Aſtley, becauſe 
he had every reaſon in the world to ſuppoſe 
that there never could be any ſurplus after pay- 
ment of the 800. as the living was not ſuppoſed, 
by thoſe who were beſt acquainted with its 
value, to be worth more than 75/. per an- 


num, if ſo much. 80 far, therefore, would 


Mr. Crofts have been from enjoying any ſur- 
lus, that he would have been a conſiderable 
ſer every year by this agreement. Mr. 
Crofts's letter, however, fairly admits the in- 
ference, that he was to have the ſurplus, if 
there was any, nor does the letter warrant 
any other concluſion, 


Mr. Jones in his letter, aſſerts, that Mr. 
* Brown bad ſome reaſon to complain of Mr. 


* Crofts's propenſity to that ſatanic vice called 


Hing. 
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hing.“ Nothing but the moſt extreme fool- 
hardineſs couid have prompted Mr. Jones to 
make this aſſertion, fince he mighi have known 
that the falfity of it was open to complete de- 
tection. One would ſuppoſe, at leſt, that 
Mr. Brown himiclf had made ſome com- 
— or had authorized Mr. Jones to uſe 

is name in this imputation of Mr Crofts's 
propenſity to lying So far, however, has 
Mr. Brown been from doing either of t':ele 
things, that he declared at Melton, on the 
ſame 13th of November, in the preſence of 
Mr. Crofts and another gentleman, that be 
Mr Browne) had no reaſon to complain of 
* Mr. Croftss propenſity to lying, nor did be 
ever authorize Mr. Jones to declare, that he 
Mr. Browne} ever had any ſuch reaſon to 
complain. This declaration of Mr. —_ 
was inſtantly taken down in writing, over, 
and acknowledged by him to be true. This 
aſſertion of Mr. Jones's, therefore, is total- 


ly falſe and groundleſs, though, intended 


by its author, to give a mortal ſtab to Mr. 
Crofts's character, and the detection of fo mali- 
cious a defign, would cover any man but him, 
of the moſt matchleſs impudence, with ever- 
laſting ſhame and confuſion. 


A few brief obſervations will now be made 
on the ſucceeding paragraph of Mr. Jones's 


letter. 


* The grateful declarations and acknowledg- 
* ments, which you made to me at cur laſt inter- 
I | pied, 


3 

© View, very ill accord with your laſt note, aubere- 
in you tell me, that bad you known me 05 cell 
* as yen do now, you would never have had any 
* dealings with me. Pray, good fir, when and 
© qobere bad I any other deulings with you, tha 
* rohat were calculated aud acinocoledsed by you to 
* be for your benefit. When you wanted my fer - 
* Vices you was content to deal with me fo far 
© as to accept them. Wien you wanted Faxen- 
* ham curacy, you dealt to me a profuſion of thanks 
for the trouble I gave myſelf on your account. 
* Through your dealings with me you obtained tbe 
© parſonage houſe ; through your dealings with 
© me, you was introduced to the company of gen- 
© tlemen, who have ſince diſcovered your difpoſitt- 
© on, and join with me in reprobat ing your con- 
duct. You was not aſhamed of your dealings 
* with me when my houſe and table were at your 
« ſervice. At that time, my friendſhip, genero- 
« fity, and ſincerity were your perpetual themes. 
* Whence then this ſudden change in your ſenti- 
* ments? Why am Ito be dealt with no longer? 
* I will tell you; becauſe your ſatanic purpoſe it 
* anſwered. It is for that reaſon that my name 
it added to the lift of thoſe gentlemen, whom your 
* boſe heart has deſerted and reviled. 


The gratitude which Mr. Crofts had ex- 
preſſed to Mr. Jones at their laſt interview, he 
thought at that time to have been due, and 
ſurely Mr. Crofts can deferve no blame for 
having then thanked Mr. Jones for what Mr. 


Crofts at that time believed to be a favour. Mr. 
Crolits 


( 59 ] 
Crofts at that very time believed (in conſe- 
quence of Mr. Jones's aſſurances) that he ſhould 
obtain the living of Twyford. Mr, Crofts did 
not know at that time that Mr. Jones had led 
him into a ſimonĩacal contract. Mr. Crofts was 
not at that time ſuſpicious how impolitic Mr. 
Jones's conduct had been in the tranſaction of 
that buſineſs. Mr. Crofts did not know at that 
time, that the expenſive ſuits in which Mr. 


Jones had involved him muſt inevitably ter- 


minate to his (Mr. Crofts's) diſadvantage, per- 
haps in his ruin. In ſhort, Mr. Crofts did not 
know at that time, that the whole fcries of Mr. 
Jones behaviour in this matter had been invari- 
ably impolitic or treacherous, and perhaps both. 


It has been obſerved that Mr. Crofts obtain- 
ed the curacy of Fakenham through the influ- 
ence of a friend at Cambridge. Mr. ſones's letter 
ſeems to inſinuate, if it means any thing, that 
Mr. Jones obtained the curacy for Mr. Crofts. 


Mr Crofts is ignorant that Mr. Jones ever 


made any application to the rector on his be- 
half; what gratitude therefore is due to Mr. 
Jones on this account he himſelf mutt explain. 


The next thing that Mr. Jones would in- 
finuate is, that he obtained the parſonage houſe 
for Mr. Crofts. It is a fact however, that Mr. 


Crofts himſelf applied to and agreed with Mr. 


Ruſt for the parſonage houſe 


12 Mr. 


50 1 


Mr. Jones ſeems to place great ſtreſs upon 
his having introduced Mr. Croſts to the com- 
pany of gentlemen; by theſe gentlemen it is 
ſuppoſed Mr. Jones means the members of a 
certain book-club at Fakenham, of which 
Mr. Jones ſolicited Mr. Crofts to become a 
member ; what mighty obligation there was 
in this, muſt be left to Mr. Jones to explain ; 
fince Mr. Crofts paid his own ſubſcription, 
bore his own expences, and might certainly 
have become a member without Mr. Jones's 
aſſiſtance, as all inſtitutions of this kind are 
benefited by the increaſe of members. Mr. 
Jones adds, that theſe gentlemen join withg 
him in reprobating Mr. Crofts's conduct; who 
thote gentlemen are, or what part of Mr. 
Crofts s conduct they do reprobate Mr. Crofts 
knows not. Mr. Jones has probably repre- 
ſented Mr. Crofts's conduct to theſe gentlemen 
in the blackeſt colours his malice could deviſe. 
But if theſe gentlemen are candid and impar- 
tial, they will now percieve their error, and 
turn the current of their reprobation, from Mr. 
Crofts, upon one, who ſo much better deſerves 
it. | 


Mr. Crofts it ſeems has dined at Mr Jones's 
table, and Mr. Crofts was invited by him to 
do ſo. At that time ſays Mr. Jones my friend- 
ſhip, generoſity and fincerity were your per- 
petual themes. Were they fo indeed Mr. 
Jones. To expatiate on theſe themes then was 

ſurely 
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ſurely highly grateful to Mr. Jones's ear, and 
one would ſuppoſe by the grief and diſap. 
pointment he ſeems to feel at the diſcontinu- 
ation of that ill founded gratitude, that 

are themes which Mr. Jones is not ſo often 
treated with, as he could wiſh. Mr. Jones 
perhaps invited Mr. Crofts to his table with 
a view of feaſting his imagination upon theſe 
delightful themes, and Mr. Jones might in 
tim: have ſuppoſed that he really poſſeſſed 
theſe virtues. If ſuch however was Mr. Jones's 
view, Mr. Crofts's was very different. While 
he believed Mr Jones to be his friend, he 
freely exprefſed his gratitude, but when he 


diſcovered his error, he was entitled to with- 
hold his praiſe.“ 


Mr. Jones now inquires, why he is to be 
dealt with no longer, and he immediately tells 
us, that it is becauſe Mr. Crofts's ſatanic pur- 
poſe was anſwered. What fatanic purpoſe 
Mr. Crofts has anſwered, except the loſs of 
pear 80. can be ſo called, he is utterly at a loſs 


to 


A— —_— 


® The completion of the propoſed purchaſe, would, in- 
deed, have gone far towards ſecuring to Mr Jones, a life's 
eſtate of adulation. Let the poſition be explained. In con- 
ſequence of it, Mr. Jones would have been armed with all the 
terrors of temporal loſs and ſpiritual cenſure, which he might 
on any emotion, have inflicted upon Mr. Crofts. And in 
what ſtate muſt the man be, whoſe well--bein upon 
the friendſhip, candour, or good temper of Mr. [ 


( 62 ) 
to conceive, and muſt leave it to Mr. Jones's 
ſuperior intelligeace to explain. 


Mr. Crofts is not conſcious of having deſerted 
or reviled any gentleman, as Mr. Joncs has aſ- 
ſerted ; and if any gentlemen think themſelves 
fo injured, it is for them to ſtand forth, and 
avow their own complaints; or otherwiſe this 
aſſertion may be fairly preſumed to be of 
Mr. Jones's own fabrication. 


The laſt paragraph of this letter is too vile 
to need any comment. * After telling you, 
© that you are an infamous LIAR and Scoun- 
DREL, { lay down my pen with a reſolution of 
neither recerving or anſwering any more letters.” 


D. J. 


Such is Mr. Jones's letter which he has 
thought good to hand to third perſons with ſo 
much exultation ; why he has done fo, know - 
ing it to be ſo abſolutely falſe (laying the groſs 
indelicacy of it out of the queſtion) is not eaſily 
accounted for. Perhaps he prides himſelf upon 
it, as being a piece of maſterly compoſition. He 
has doubtleſs read the letters of a celebrated 
* declaimer, whoſe animation was of a kind 
very different from that of Mr. Jones. Who 
ſaid, that he would not call his antagoniſt a 
knave, a liar and a fool; but with all the polite- 
neſs in the world would perhaps prove him ſo. 
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1 
Reaſoning from analogy, it cannot now be an 
unfair poſtulatum to aſſume, that Mr. Jones, 
attempting to imitate, has directly miitaken, 
the paſſage, and, without proving, has with 
all tue incivility in the world, thought p: oper 
to call the man, he had injured and inſulted, 
an infamous liar and ſcoundrel.” What He 
is proved to be, let fact declare. Where truth 
and accuracy of delineation prevail, it is not ne- 


ceſſary to give a name to the picture. It is for 


thoſe who are conſcious of want of reſemblance, 
in what they would have the world ro deem 
a copy, to write under the piece the names of 
ſuch, as would not otherwiſe be thought of. It 
is not flattery to ſay that the letter is a match- 
leſs production. That its flile and manner are 
(in the moſt literal ſenſe of the word) truly 
inimitable, at leaſt by any good and ſenſible 
man. A production, that diſcovers ſuch a 
ſpirit of rancorous and (it is hoped Mr. Jones 
will not quarrel with the term) Satanic malice, 
of mean and petulant abuſe and calumny, may 
well evince to all obſervers, the danger of hay- 
ing converſe with a man, whoſe acknowledged 
conflitutional rudeneſs and in ſolence, lamented 
by his friends, abhorred by his acquaintance, 
and piticd by all, yield only to the more fo- 
lemn acts, reſulting from his MENTAL D- 
LIBERATION. In excuſe for the commiſſion 
of which, perſonal ircitability cannot poſſibly 
be pleaded. | 
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It ſeems that Mr. Jones, ſome time ſince, 
applied to Mr. Aſtley to obtain Mr. Crofts's 
letter of the 22d. of Septechber, 1778 ; but 
Mr. Aſtley, at Mr. Crefts's requeſt, declined 
to furniſh Mr. Jones with it. Mr. Jones has 
fince, with his uſual modeſty, declared, that 
nothing could more clearly ſhew Mr. Crofts's 
ſenſe of his own ſhameful behaviour, than his 
defire to ſuppreſs that letter. The truth is, 
that Mr. Crofts never wiſhed to ſuppreſs that 


letter, but as his own juſtification depended 


upon it, he wiſhed it might not fall into Mr. 
| Jones's hands, and that was the reaſon, and the 
only reaſon why be was deſirous it might not 
be delivered to Mr. Jones. Mr. Jones was fo 
candid as to make his charge of falſchood againſt 


this letter, before he ever ſaw the letter itſelf; 
nor has he ſeen it to this moment. If, howe- 
ver, Mr. Jones deſires it, the letter itſelf may be 
ſeen by any gentleman he ſhall depute for that 
purpoſe, upon application to Mr. Crofts, in 
whoſe hands the letter now is. 


